CLIFDEN UNION. 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 19 July 18G4 ;—'for. 



COPY “ of the Correspondence between the Irish Poor Law Commissioners 
and the Clifden Dispensary Committee, Dr. Crolcer King , the Rev. John 
O Malleg, and Dr. Suffield , with reference to the Charges against the 
Medical Officers of the Union.” 



Poor Law Commission Office, "1 
Dublin, 26 July 1804. / 



B. BANKS, 

Chief Clerk. 



(Mr. Hennessy.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed, 
29 July 1864. 
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COPY of the Correspondence between the Irish Poor Law Commissioners 
and the Clifden Dispensary Committee, Dr. Croker King, the Rev. John 
O'Malley, and Dr. Suffield, with reference to the Charges against the 
Medical Officers of the Union. 



No. l. 

(No. 6171 — 1864. — Clifden Union.) 

Letter from the Rev. John O'Malley to the Commissioners. 

Ballinakill, Clifden, Connemara, 

Gentlemen, 23 March 1864. 

I beg respectfully to bring under your notice the conduct of Dr. Suffield 
medical officer of the Clifden Workhouse and of the Clifden District Dispensary, 
relative to the recent election of a guardian for the Rinvyle Electoral Division! 

I beg to state that Dr. Suffield left Clifden on Thursday, the 17th of 
March instant, ami proceeded a distance of 12 miles to the townland of 
Mulloyhglass, in the Rinvyle Electoral Division ; that he went to the house of 
one Michael Sullivan, in said townland, bringing- with him two letters from Mr. 
Martin O Flaherty, agent on the Wilberforce estates in Connemara; that he sent 
from the house of Sullivan a messenger, named John Faherty, son of Cormack 
Faherty, for James Donnellan, bailiff on the Wilberforce property in Rinvyle ; that 
he there gave him the letter addressed to the bailiff himself; that this occurred 
about eight o’clock p.m., after dark, at a distance of 12 miles from Clifden; that 
Dr. Suffield, accompanied by Rev. Mr. Fleming, clerk, also went to the house of 
one Thomas Joyce, of Gurteenclough, and showed him the two letters, copies of 
which I beg to lay before you : — 



“ My dear Doctor, “ Lydican, 10 March 1864. 

c I enclose order to bailiff to support Mr. Shea. 

“ Yours &c. 

“ M. F. O' Flaherty 

“ J. H. Suffield, Esq., m.d.” 



“ Lydican, Clare, Galway, 

16 March 1864. 

“I hereby require you, on receipt of this, to go to every tenant on the 
Kylemoi-e estate in Rinvyle Electoral Division who has a vote, and to caution 
him against voting for any party as proposed guardian for said division, except 
Mr. Shea. You will tell them that any party refusing to obey this order will 
get no kind of encouragement from me, 'and that I will take no possible excuse, 
no matter what influence may be brought to acton them from any other party. 

“ M. F. O' Flaherty." 

“ To James Donnellan, Bailiff on Kylemore Estate.” 

That Dr. Suffield thence proceeded to the house of Rev. Mr. Fleming, at Tully, 
where he passed the night ; that on the following day, Friday, he was from nine 
o’clock a.m. up to evening canvassing the votes in company with Mr. Shea, one 
of the candidates, and with Mr. H. C. Smyth, Mr. Burke, Rev. Mr. Fleming, 
&c. That on the evening of Friday, about eight o’clock p.m., he returned to 
Clifden ; that he did also on Thursday 17th, conspire with Mr. Shea to send the 
bailiff, Stephen Daley, iu their name and by their authority, to the townland of 
Curry wongan, on Mr. Wilberforce’s property, to the house of one James Cauley ; 
that they sent and authorised said Stephen Daley to promise and agree with the 
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said James Cauley, and fouv other voters, namely, Rodger Coyne, Michael 
Thornton, Thomas Thornton, and Peter Hallman ; that, said Mr. Shea and Dr. 
Suffield would, in consideration of their voting for Mr. Shea, us guardian, give 
those five voters the same right and title to carry off sen-weed Irom tin: Ihnke 
property (over which Mr. Shea is agent), as the tenants on the property enjoyed, 
viz., t.o carry it off gratis; that previous to last November, said live voters of 
Curry wongan were in the habit of carrying* off sea-weed at the following rules, viz., 
10^. for every cart (during the season), 8 s. for every horse and baskets, and 
2 s. 6 d. for every ass; that about last. November said five voters of Curry wongan 
were noticed by Mr. Shea not to take away any more seaweed for the future, and 
that accordingly they ceased taking it. That on the 1 7t.li instant Stephen 
Daley, bailiff, came by authority of Mr. Shea and Dr. Suffield to make the 
promise already mentioned, in consideration of their voting for Mr. Shea as 
guardian at the recent election ; that by virtue of this agreement the said five 
voters did vote for Mr. Shea. 

These, gentlemen, are the facts, as far as I will be prepared to substantiate 
them through the sworn testimony of James Cauley, Rodger Coyne, Peter 
Hallman and the. others ; and it will be for you, gentlemen, to determine 
whether it is a case of bribery. 

In relation to Dr. Sufixeld’s absence, I may mention that Thursday is one of 
the two days in the week for his attendance at the District Dispensary, and that 
he did not attend there on that day, at least within the prescribed hours. 
Again, he is required to attend the Workhouse Hospital daily, not later than 12 
o’clock, and it was just 8.30 p.m. when lie visited on Friday. The doctor had 
not the permission of the Board to be absent, neither did he appoint a substitute. 

These, gentlemen, are the facts of my complaint, and without venturing a 
single comment on them, I leave the matter altogether to your impartial con 
sideration. Awaiting the favour of a reply at your earliest convenience, 

I have, &c. 

(signed) John O'Malley, c.c. 

To the Poor Law Commisi oners. 



No. 2. 

(No. 6170 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Rev. John O'Malley to the Commissioners. 

Clifden, County Galway, 

Gentlemen, 23 March 1804. 

Since posting my letter I have just now ascertained that on Thursday morning 
a red ticket was issued for Dr. Suffield, to visit a poor man named Dempsey, ol 
Streamstown. The ticket was tendered to the doctor by Larry King, of Strea ms- 
town, and the doctor refused even to look at it as he was then about setting out 
for Rinvyle. Dempsey died the following morning, Friday, whilst the doctor 
was canvassing at Rinvyle. 

I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) John O'Malley, c.c. 



(No. 6171 — 1864.) 



No. 3. 



Letter from the Commissioners to Dr. Suffield, enclosing Copies of Nos. l and 2. 



Poor Law Commission Office, 

® ,r » . . Dublin, 24 March 1804. 

i he Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland transmit to you the accompanying copies of two communications, which 
they have received from the Rev. John O’Malley, r.o.c., of Clifden, complaining 
of your conduct in regard to tV* election of a guardian for the Rinvyle 

Electoral 
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Electoral Division of Clifden Union, and the Commissioners request that 
you will furnish them with your immediate observations ancl explanation as to 
the statements contained in these letters. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To Dr. Suffield, Medical Officer, Workhouse, Chief Clerk. 

Clifden Union. 



No. 4. 

(No. 6171—1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. John O'Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Reverend Sir, Dublin, 24 March 1864 . 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ire- 
land acknowledge the receipt of your two communications, dated the 23 d instant, 
complaining of the conduct of Dr. Suffield, medical officer of the Workhouse of 
Clifden Union, in regard to the election of a guardian for the Rinvyle Electoral 
Division of the Union ; and the Commissioners desire to inform you that they 
have communicated copies of your letters to Dr. Suffield, and requested him to 
furnish them with his immediate observations and explanation as to the state- 
ments in your letter. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks , 

To the Rev. John O’Malley, r.c.c., Ballinakill, Chief Clerk. 

Clifden, County Galway. 



(No. 6585 — 1864.) 



No. 5. 



Letter from Dr. Suffield to the Commissioners. 



Gentlemen, Clifden, 28 March 1864 . 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 25th instant, No. 6171, with copies of 
letters from the Rev. Mr. O’Malley, and 1 now respectfully forward you my 
observations and explanations thereon. 

It is correct that I did visit the Rinvyle district during the election of 
guardian and took a part in the election. I considered it my duty to do so, having 
a heavy interest in that division, paying large poor’s rate, and being trustee and 
manager over the Rinvyle Estate, forming one-half of the whole electoral divi- 
sion. Having so deep an interest I considered it incumbent on me to assist, with, 
other ratepayers, in securing a proper and efficient person to represent the 
division on which so much depends. In doing so I conceived I was only 
exercising a civil right and privilege ; but it appears both I and others have 
aroused the hostility of the Rev. Mr. O’Malley, as we considered it our duty to 
oppose (and successfully) his nominee (Mr. Redmond Joyce, of Clifden). 

It is also correct that I was the bearer of a letter to Donnellan, the bailiff. 



from the respected agent of the Wilberforce property (M. F. O’Flaherty, Esq.); 
beyond this I did not interfere with any voter on the “ Kylemore Estate,” nor 
did I canvass Thomas Joyce, of Gurtenclougli, or any other voter, in company 
with Mr. Shea, Rev. Mr. Fleming, Mr. H. C. Smith, or Mr. Burke; nor did 
“ I canvass from nine o’clock in the morning till five in the evening,” as the 
Rev. Mr. O’Malley well knows the election was virtually over at any early hour, 
he having retired and thrown up the affair about 11 o’clock, seeing how utterly 
hopeless his chance of success was. With regard to the voters on the Rinvyle 
Estate (on which I am trustee), I merely conveyed to them what the wish and 
expectation of their landlord was ; I held out no inducement whatever to any 
voter to vote in a particular way, and I regret the Rev. Mr. O’Malley has 
thought fit, so inconsiderately, to assail my character and that of a respected and 
worthy gentleman (Mr. Shea) on such loose grounds, and without a tittle of 
foundation. 
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With regard to my non-attendance at mv dispensary on the i *7 th instant, I 
have no hesitation in giving it my most unqualified denial ; I did attend there 
within the prescribed hours, disposed of all the cases that presented themselves, 
wrote up and closed the books. For years I have not missed a day at my dis- 
pensary ; my books and records will prove this. I court the fullest inquiry and 
investigation into this matter. 

As to my having refused on the 17th instant a visiting ticket for a man 
named Dempsey, there is no foundation for such a charge. I never received, 
never was offered such a ticket. I never refused to accept one, and to show how 
unlikely this charge is, I will mention that about four o’clock on the 17th 
instant I was within half a quarter of a mile, or thereabouts, of Dempsey’s 
residence, and could have visited him with ease. 

With regard to my non-attendance at the workhouse, if the porter’s book is 
referred to, it will be found that the daily attendance there has been without 
omission for months. On a very few occasions have the visits been made after 
12 o’clock ; this, for the past winter, has been caused by severe indisposition and 
bodily suffering, which it is well known I have been afflicted with. It was known 
to the Board of Guardians and reported each Board day, but they considerately 
overlooked it, knowing the cause. On the 18th instant I did not visit the 
workhouse till late in the evening, which I regret much, but trust the Commis- 
sioners will overlook it; it was caused by a circumstance over which I had no 
control. 

I trust I have now replied satisfactorily to all these charges ; I will only remark 
that the Rev. Mr. O’Malley is not the curate of Clifden ; lie resides at Ballinakill, 
six miles from Clifden, quite outside my dispensary district, with which lie is 
not in any way connected. If the Commissioners accept the testimony of the 
Catholic clergy of my district, Who know me well, and for years, whom I daily 
meet in my intercourse with the sick, I would refer them to the very Rev. 
P. M'Manus, the parish priest of Clifden, and others. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) William H. Suffield, m.d. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners 
for Ireland. 



No. 6. 

(No. 6585—1864.) 

Observations of Dr. King , Poor Law and Medical Inspector, on 
Dr. Suffield ! s Letter. 

I delayed placing any note on this reference paper until I had an opportunity 
of examining the workhouse and the dispensary books, which I did on this day. 

I find that the workhouse hospital was not visited on Friday the 18th instant 
until 8.30 p.m., as stated in the Rev. Mr. O’Malley’s letter ; with this exception 
I find that the recent attendances have not only been regular but attentive ; on 
the 17th Dr. Suffield attended from lOf until 12i p.m. ; and on the 16th three 
visits are recorded, namely, 9£ to 10£ a.m., 5 to 5£ p.m., and 9£ to 10£ p.m. 

On examination of the dispensary register I find three tickets registered on 
Thursday the 17th. Dr. Suffield attended at the workhouse on that day from 
lOf to 12J ; be states that on leaving the workhouse he proceeded to the dis- 
pensary, which is entered by a side door, of which Dr. Suffield keeps the key ; 
the dispensary opens at 12 o’clock, consequently the attendance was within the 
prescribed hours. Dr. Suffield states that he waited until he had disposed of all 
the persons in attendance, and that Thursday being a holiday many persons did 
not present themselves. 

, (signed) C. C. Kina, 

Clifden, 31 March 1864. y 
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No. 7. 

(No. 6585—1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. J. O'Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Reverend Sir, _ Dublin, 2 April 1864. 

Adverting to previous correspondence relating to certain charges preferred 
by you against Dr. Suffield, medical officer of the Workhouse of Clifden Union, 
the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
desire to inform you that they are still in communication with Dr. Suffield on 
the subject. 

Dr. Suffield has directly denied the truth of the statement regarding the red 
ticket stated to have been tendered to him on behalf of a poor man named 
Dempsey. 

The Commissioners request, therefore, that you will have the goodness to 
favour them with further particulars of the occurrence, and the names of 
witnesses by whom the charge can be supported. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Rev. John O’Malley, Ballinakill, 

Clifden. 



No. 8. 

(No. 6653—1864.) 

Letter from the Rev. J. O'Malley to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Ballinakill, Clifden, 29 March 1864. 

I have strong and reliable grounds for saying that the person, Larry King of 
Streamstown, who served the red ticket on Dr. Suffield, is going immediately to 
Scotland; and whether he has been tampered with I can not absolutely say. 

I request, gentlemen, you will send me a summons by return of post to have 
him detained for the investigation, should you order one. 

I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) John O’Malley, c. c. 



No. 9. 

(No. 6653—1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. J. O'Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Rev erend Sir, Dublin, 30 March 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 29th instant, requesting that a 
summons may be sent to you to have Larry King, the person who delivered to 
Dr. Suffield the red ticket referred to in a previous communication, detained for 
the investigation ; and, in reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to. state 
that they have the matter under consideration, with a view to an inquiry, if 
found necessary; but they have no authority to cause the detention of any 
person in the meantime. 

By order, 8cc. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Rev. John O’Malley, c.c., 

Ballinakill, Clifden. 
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No. 10. 

(No. 7284 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Rev. J. O'Malley to the Commissioners. 

Ballinakill, Clifden, Connemara, 
Gentlemen, 4 April 1864. 

In accordance with your request of the 2d instant, I beg to send you the 
particulars relative to the service of the “ red ticket” on Dr. Suffield on the 17th 
March instant, as also the names of witnesses prepared to support the charge. 

The particulars are thus: — On the morning of the 17th March the wife of 
poor Dempsey requested a woman named Mary Coneys (alias Gannon), of 
Stream stown, to call on Mr. Walter Coneys of Clifden (who is a member of the 
Clifden Dispensary Committee) for a visiting ticket for her husband. Mary 
Coneys accordingly called on Mr. Coneys and got from him the red ticket (which 
I beg to enclose you, and of which I hope you will take particular care). She 
then went to Dr. Suffield’s house and presented the ticket to his servant-maid, 
who refused taking it. She then tendered it to the doctor’s man-servant, who 
said “ he would not bring it up to the doctor for a five-pound-note.” Those two 
services were made about 10 o’clock a.m., i.e., about an hour after Dr. Suffield 
got Mr. Martin O’Flaherty ’s letter, and it will be for you, gentlemen, to con- 
clude or not whether the servants had orders from the doctor to refuse all 
tickets as he was bent on going to Rinvyle ; I beg of you, gentlemen, not lose 
sight of this point. I beg, in connexion with this service at the house, to enclose 
a printed resolution of the Board making a service at the house, &c., a good 
service. Mary Coneys is prepared to swear to the two services ; she will swear 
that the ticket she got from Mr. Coneys she tendered twice, and then, being in a 
hurry home, she gave it to Larry King of Streamstown, telling him to wait and 
watch the doctor passing, and tender him the ticket. Larry King did so, as you 
will see, gentlemen, from this declaration made to me on the 24th March, in 
presence of Mr. Hart, Vice-chairman of the Board. Fearing lie was about being 
tampered with, I sent for him and wrote down the following statement, which 
I read to him, and to which he affixed his mark in my presence and that of 
Mr. Hart : — 

“ Larry King, of Streamstown, hereby declare that on Thursday, March the 
17th, I tendered a red ticket to Dr. Suffield in the town of Clifden, at the bridge 
opposite the Court House, to visit Bryan Dempsey of Streamstown. I offered it 
to him about two o’clock p.m. He said, ‘ Oh, the dispensary is over.’ I said 
to him, ‘ It is not for the dispensary.’ He refused to take it. About a minute 
afterwards I offered it again, and he refused it. Fie did not take it or read it at 
all. I saw him pass through town on the road to Ballinakill about an hour after 
that. 

“I, Larry King, by my mark attest the truth of these facts.” 

“Witness, J. O’Malley.” (Here is his name and mark.) 



Of course, when not sworn to, the above declaration is imperfect, but my 
object in sending it for your consideration is that it will bear out the witness 
who is prepared to swear he saw Larry King on the same day and place tender 
a ticket to Dr. Suffield. This man’s name is Phelim Toole of Streamstown 
,L Co ^ eyS 1S P re P ared t0 swpa r she gave the ticket she got to Larry King ; 
and Mr. Owen McDermott of Streamstown will swear that the ticket I enclose 
you is the same ticket he got from Larry King, and that Larrv King told him 
the doctor would not take it. To return to Larry King, you will remember that 
I wrote to you gentlemen on the 29th March instant, requesting a summons to 
detam Larry Kmg. On the following day he went to Scotland, and I may as 
well tell you it is notorious through what influence he went away, leaving his 

spring business and holding neglected. 

I believe the two parties, Phelim Toole and Mary Coneys, are not generally 
known as being able to prove anything m the matter, or doubtless they would 
** the J interest to accompany Larry King to Scotland, I request 
, . . yo . u ’ g en1demen , will not divulge the names until the summonses are 
ready (i.e., m case you order an inquiry). 

matter how gentlemen, the difficulty of establishing a case in Connemara, no 
matter how notorious the grounds may be. I would respectfully ask you to sec 

when 
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when Dr. Suffield sent up his explanations, was it before or after Larry King 
went to Scotland ? 

Thanking you, gentlemen, for the very courteous promptitude in answering my 
letters. 



I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) John O'Malley , c.c. 



Enclosure 1, in No. 10. 

Medical Relief Ticket. 

Form E 2. — Ticket for Attendance at the Patient’s Home. 

To Dr. Suffield, Medical Officer of Clifden Dispensary DistrictTn Clifden Union. 

Sir, 

You are hereby required to visit and afford medical advice and any necessary medicine 
to Bryan Dempsey, aged , residing at Streamstown, in the above dispensary district, 
who is by occupation a labourer. 

Dated the 17th day of March 1864. 

(signed) Walter Coneys , 

Member of Dispensary Committee, Relieving Officer, 
or Warden, as the case may be. 

Produced before me in evidence at Clifden, this 19th April 1864. 

(signed) C. C. King. 



Enclosure 2, in No. 10. 

(No. 7284 — 1864. — Enclosure.) 

Copy Resolution of Board of Guardians as to the delivery of Tickets for Medical 
Relief. 

Clifden Union. 

Proposed by Thomas Young Prior, Esq., J. P., seconded by Richard Reville, Esq., 
and resolved unanimousty : — 

“ That to make it clear what the legal delivery of a red ticket is, we now order that the 
tender of a red ticket to the medical officer in person, or to a servant at his residence, 
shall be deemed a regular delivery of such ticket. 

“ That copies of this resolution be printed with as little delay as possible, and that 
copies be sent to all medical officers and members of the Dispensary Committees in the 
Clifden Union.” 

Board Meeting, 25th November 1863. 

John Bur Ite, Clerk of Union. 



No. 11. 

(No. 7284 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Dr. King. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 5 April 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, transmit to you herewith a series of papers relating to alleged undue in- 
terference on the part of Dr. Suffield, medical officer of the Clifden Dispensary 
District, in the election of a guardian for Rinvyle Electoral Division, in which 
it is alleged that Dr. Suffield neglected his duties as dispensary medical officer 
in order to attend to the election proceedings; and the Commissioners request 
that jou will institute an inquiry on oath into the charge relating to the red 
ticket, issued to Bryan Dempsey, and report to the Commissioners thereon. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

To C. C. King, Esq., m.d., Medical Inspector, 

Ballinasloe. 
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No. 12. 

(No. 7284 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. J. O'Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Reverend Sir, Dublin, 5 April 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 4th instant, in 
reply to their letter of the 2d instant, relating to the refusal of Dr. Suffield, medical 
officer of Clifden Dispensary District, to attend in the case of a poor man, named 
Brian Dempsey, on whose behalf a visiting ticket was duly presented to him on 
the 17th ultimo ; and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to inform 
you that they have instructed their Inspector, Dr. King, to inslitute an inquiry 
on oath into the charge against the medical officer, and to report to them 
-thereon. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B Banks. Chief Clerk. 

To the Rev. John O’Malley, 

Ballinakill, Clifden. 



(No. 7284—1864.) 



No. 13. 



Letter from the Commissioners to Dr. Suffield. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sn ‘> Dublin, 5 April 1864. 

With reference to the complaint preferred agaiust you by the Rev. John 
O’Malley, of Ballinakill, to the effect that you had refused to attend in the case 
of a poor man named Brian Dempsey, on whose behalf a visiting ticket was 
duly presented lo you on the 17th ultimo, the Commissioners for Administering 
the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland desire to inform you that they have in- 
structed their Inspector, Dr. King, to institute an inquiry on oath into this 
charge, and to report to them thereon. 

By order, &c. 

To W. H. Suffield, Esq., « * *“* <** Obrk. 

Medical Officer, Clifden Dispensary District, Clifden. 



(No. 7284 — 1864.) 



No. 14. 



Letter from the Commissioners to W. S. Wall, Esq., Honorary Secretary 
Clifden Dispensary District. 

c . Poor Law Commission Office, 

m • • ....... , Dublin, 5 April 1864, 

The Commissioners tor Administering the Lews for Relief of the Poor in Ire- 
land desire to state for the : mformation of the Committee of Management of the 
Committee, that a complaint has been preferred by the Rev 
John O Malley, of Ballinakill, agarast Dr. Suffield, medical officer of th’at district' 

to. the effect that he refused to attend in the case of a poor man named Bryan 

Dempsey, on whose behalf a visiting ticket was duly presented to him on toe 
17th u timo ; and thattlie Commissioners have instructed their Inspe“or Dr 

Mth inf0 this ■*** 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

T ° m WaI1, Es T’ Honorary Secretary, 

Chtden Dispensary Committee, Errislanan 
Clifden. 
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No. 15. 

(No. 7428— 1S64.) 

Letter from the Rev. J. O'Malley to the Commissioners. 

Ballinakill, Clifden, Co. Galway, 
Gentlemen, 6 April 1864. 

I am in receipt of your letter of yesterday informing me that you have directed 
a sworn inquiry into the charges preferred by me against Dr. Suffield, in rela- 
tion to his conduct at the recent election of a guardian for the Rinvyle electoral 
division. 

Judging, Gentlemen, from your communications, it would appear you have 
confined °he investigation to the “red ticket” affair, and that you have passed 
over the charge of his having absented himself from the workhouse hospital in 
order to take a most active part in the election of a guardian, so active a part as 
even to have recourse to bribery. Gentlemen, I most respectfully request that 
you will kindly tell me whether the alleged conduct would be a violation of Dr. 
Suffield’s prescribed duties, and whether you have passed over the charge as 
unworthy of your notice. 

If Dr. Suffield has admitted (or not denied) this charge, you will kindly say 
so ; and if he has denied it, you will give me the requisite notice and means of 
supporting it. Several parties have requested me to put forward other glaring- 
cases of refusing, and refusing to answer, red tickets ; but as they have no con- 
nection with the present transaction, I think I have acted prudently in letting 
them lie over until the result of the coming inquiry is known. I beg to say that 
I will require summonses for all my witnesses, as it is almost impossible to get 
any party to come forward voluntarily against a man who has contrived to wind 
himself up with almost every kind of influence and interest in this part of Galway. 
I trust I will get due notice of the day fixed for the inquiry, and also the necessary 
assistance as regards the summonses. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) John OMalley, c.c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. 



No. 16. 

(No. 7428 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Rev. J. O'Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Reverend Sir, - Dublin, 7 April 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ire- 
land, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th instant, relating to the 
inquiry which they have instructed their Inspector, Dr. King, to make, in regard 
to the complaint preferred by you against Dr. Suffield, medical officer of the 
Clifden Dispensary District, and in reference thereto, the Commissioners desire 
to state that, although the instructions to Dr. King to institute an inquiry are 
limited to the circumstances connected with the alleged refusal to attend on a red 
ticket, the other parts of your letter, which relate to Dr. Suffield’s interference 
in the election of Guardians, have not been overlooked, and will receive due 
attention. 

The Commissioners will refer your letter to Dr. King, who will, of course, give 
due notice of ihe time he may fix for the inquiry. 

By order, &c. 

To the Rev. John 0‘Mallev, (signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

Ballinakill, Clifden. 
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No. 17. 

(No. 8620 — 1864.) 

Report from Dr. King to tlie Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Galway, 22 April 18G4. 

I have the honour to inform you that in accordance with your letter of instruc- 
tions of the 5th instant, No. 7284, I held an inquiry at Clifden into a charge 
relating to a red ticket issued for Brian Dempsey, and which it was alleged Dr. 
Suffield, the medical officer of the Clifden Dispensary District had refused to 
attend. 

The inquiry was held on the 1 9th instant, and I hereby transmit the evidence 
taken on the occasion, aud the papers which accompanied your letter of in- 
structions. 

The complaint was, that on the 17th of last March, a visiting ticket for 
attendance on a man named Brian Dempsey, was issued by Mr. Walter Coneys, a 
Guardian, and a member of the Clifden Dispensary Committee, that this ticket 
was tendered to a servant girl at Dr. Suffield’s house, by a woman named Mary 
Coneys, that the servant girl refused to receive the ticket, and that she subse- 
quently gave it to a man named Larry King, who offered it on two occasions to 
Dr. Suffield, but he would not take it, and that Brian Dempsey shortly afterwards 
died without having received medical relief. 

The first witness produced was Mr. Walter Coneys, who deposed that he 
ticket produced was the one which he had filled up on the l/th of last March, 
between nine and ten o’clock in the morning, he also identified Mary Coneys as 
the person to whom he had given the ticket. 

Mary Coneys deposed that immediately on receiving the ticket she went with 
it to Dr. Suffield’s house, and that the door was opened by a servant girl, who 
refused to take the ticket to her master, but told her to wait until she met Dr. 
Suffield in the street. Mary Coneys stated that as the ticket would not be taken 
from her by Dr. Suffield’s servant, that she then offered it to a man named Davin 
in the street, but this portion of the evidence is immaterial, for, although Davin 
was formerly in the service of Dr. Suffield, he has not been so for the last 
three years. 

Mary Coneys further stated that she could not remainany longer in town, and 
that she gave the ticket to a person named Larry King, who it appears has 
since left the country, she asked him to give the ticket to the doctor if he 
saw him. 

The complainant at this stage of the inquiry, produced a statement signed 
by Larry King in his presence, and in the presence of Mr. Martin Hart. 

Dr. Suffield vehemently opposed the reception of this document on the 
grounds that it was not a legal declaration ; however, I did not consider that 
I should refuse to admit it, as the contents of the document were already well 
known to those who were finally to adjudicate on the case, and its value would 
be estimated according as its contents were corroborated or refuted by the 
collateral evidence, and no further. 

The statement is as follows : — 

“Clifden, 24 March 1864. 

“ I Larry King, of Streamstown, hereby declare that on Thursday, March the 
17, I tendered a red ticket to Dr. Suffield in the town of Clifden, at the lodge 
opposite to the court-house, to visit Brian Dempsey, of Streamstown. 

“ I offered it to him about two o’clock p.m. He said £ The dispensary is closed.’ 
I said e It. is not for the dispensary.’ He refused to take it. About a minute 
afterwards, -I offered it to him again, and he refused it; he did not take or read 
it at all. I saw him pass through town on the road to Ballinakill, about an hour 
after that, i.e., about three o’clock p.m. 

I, Larry King, by my mark, attest the truth to those facts. 

his 

“ Larry x King" 

“Witness, John 0‘Mally.” mark. 

The Rev. John 0‘Mally and Mr. Martin Hart, deposed that they saw Larry 
King affix his mark to this document. 

In 
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In support of this declaration two witnesses were produced, Matthias Toole and 
Patrick Nee, both deposed to having been present when the ticket was on two 
occasions tendered to Dr. Suffield, and that each time he refused to take it. 

So far the visiting ticket had been traced to Larry King, but I wished for evi- 
dence as to how it came into the possession of the Rev. Mr. O’Malley, consequently 
Owen McDermott was produced. He deposed that he received the ticket from 
one Coyne, at Dempsey’s house, on the day of the funeral. 

It having been hinted that some undue influence had been used to send Larry 
Kino- out of the way, I particularly examined Owen McDermott, who is his land- 
lord® on this point. He stated that Larry King lias potatoes and oats down, and 
that his wife and family are in charge of the farm while he is in Scotland. The 
tendency of this evidence was evidently to make it appear that Larry King had 
left this country for some special purpose ; however, on more particularly question- 
ing this witness, he admitted that early in the spring, long previous to Dempsey’s 
illness, he had heard Larry King say that, as soon as he had his crops down, he 
would go to Scotland. 

The examination of this witness closed the evidence in support of the charge. 

For the Defence. 

Cornelius King was examined. He deposed that iu a conversation which he 
had with Matthias Toole ( see his evidence), one of the witnesses who saw the 
ticket tendered to Dr. Suffiekl by Larry King, that Toole gave him to understand 
that Larry King only presented the ticket once to Dr. Suffield, and that he, King, 
told him he ought to run after the doctor and inform him that it was a red ticket 
which he had offered him. (See memorandum attached to King’s evidence.) 

Doctor Suffield deposed that he never had heard, nor was it intimated to him, 
that any person had called at his house with a red ticket on the 17th of March, 
and that if his servant declined to take it, she did so without his cognisance, 
will, or sanction ; he had an indistinct recollection of a red ticket having been 
presented to him by a man on the 17th of March, but lie had no recollection of 
having refused it; but if he did so, he must have been under the impression that 
it was a black ticket. Matthias Toole, in his evidence, stated that Larry King 
held the ticket open in his hand, and that he saw red print on it, and Dr. Suffield 
admitted that he did not examine the ticket ; he could not say whether the ticket 
presented to him was folded up or open. 

The Rev. Patrick McManus, Parish Priest of Clifden for the last 1 1 years, 
deposed in warm terms to the efficient manner in which Dr. Suffield discharged 
his duty to the sick poor. 

From a review of the entire evidence it is clear that the matter for consideration 
is did Dr. Suffield intentionally and wilfully refuse the red ticket tendered to 
him on the 17th of last March, well knowing it to be a visiting ticket, or did he 
refuse it under the impression that it was a black ticket, entitling the presenter 
to attendance at the dispensary only; and if so, did Dr. Suffield use proper 
means to satisfy himself as to the description of ticket offered to him on that 

occasion. _ , 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Charles Croker King, 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, Medical Inspector. 

&c. &c. &c. 



Enclosure in No. 17. 

Minutes of Evidence. 

(No. 8620—1864.) 

Walter Coneys, being duly sworn, saith I am a Guardian of the Clifden Union, and a 
meEof ^rfKspe^/committee. On the 17th of March 1864 I Sl ed up the 
visiting ticket produced to me. I issued it for a man of the name of Bnan Dempsey, 
gave it to Mary Coneys about 10 o’clook on the same day. Walter Coneys. 

Sworn before me at Clifden this 19th day of April 1864, 

Charles Croker King. 
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Mary Coneys, being duly sworn, saitli: — I remember last Patrick’s Day. I got a 
visiting ticket from Mr. Coneys for the doctor to visit Brian Dempsey, a neighbour of 
mine, who was sick. I got the ticket after early mass, about 10 o’clock. I brought it 
immediately to Dr. Suffield’s house ; I knocked at the door ; it was opened by a servant 
girl ; she refused to take the ticket ; she said she could not bring it in, but for me to wait 
until I saw the doctor out. I then went away, and I met a man of the name of Davis ; I 
asked him to bring in the ticket to the doctor. He said he would not bring it in for 5 1. 
I then met a man named Larry King at the bridge near the court-house ; I told him I 
was in such a hurry home that I could not wait, and I asked him to give the ticket to the 
doctor if he saw him. When the person 1 saw at Dr. Suffield’s refused to bring up the 
ticket, I again asked her for God’s sake to bring it up, and she again refused. When I 
saw Davis, he was near to Dr. Suffield’s house ; the reason I asked Davis to bring in the 
ticket was because I knew him, and that some of his family, or he himself, had been in 
Dr. Suffield’s employment. I know that Brian Dempsey is dead ; he had been 9 or 10 
days ill. 

I did not offer the ticket to Dr. Suffield; I did not see Dr. Suffield that day ; I did not 
ask to see him ; I only asked for the servant to bring him the ticket. Dr. Suffield’s 
servant did not say to me that her master was not. out of his room, and that if I waited T 
could see him. 

her 

Mary x Coneys. 
mark. 

Sworn before me this 19th day of April 1864, at Clifdeu, 

Charles Croker King. 



The R ny. John O'Malley, being duly sworn, saith: — I produce a statement signed 
Larry King. It is in my handwriting. Larry King made this statement to me at Mr. 
Hart’s Hotel, where I was _ stopping. I sent for lum. I swear that this is a correct 
statement of what Larry Bang told me. I read it over for him before he put his mark to 
it, which he did in my presence, and in the presence of Mr. Martin Hart. I do not think 
it was more than 8 o’clock when Larry King came to the hotel. I gave him the price of 
a glass of whisky, but he did not drink any in my presence, or until after he signed the 
statement. 

John O'Malley, C.C. 



T _ Clifden, 24 March 1864. 

1, Larry King, ol btreamstown, hereby declare, that on Thursday, March the 17th I 
tendered a red ticket to Dr. Suffield in the town of Clifden, at the bridge opposite the 
court-house, to visit Brian Dempsy, of Streamstown. I offered it to him about two 
o clock p.m. He said, “ The dispensary is over.” I said, « It is not for the dispensary.” 
He refused to take it. About a minute afterwards I offered it to him again and he re- 
fused it ; he did not take or read it at all. I saw him pass through town, on the road to 
Ballinakill, about an hour after that— i.e., about three o’clock p.m. 



I, Larry King, by my mark, attest the truth of these facts. 



Witness, John O’Malley. 



his 

Larry x King. 
mark. . 



Suffield^ T °° le ’ als0 of Streflmsto ' va > W£ls present when the ticket was tendered to Dr. 

a ^ a !T, Moneys (alias Gannon) tendered the same ticket about one o’clock a.m. at Dr. 
buffie ds house ; firstly to the servant-maid, when she refused to take, and again Dr. 

W’ M? rV r ' 1 , DaVls) ’ an ? he “ 1 could for five pounds bring it up to 
mm. Mary Gannon then gave the ticket to Larry King. 1 

Produced in evidence before me this 19th April 1864, at Clifden, 

Charles Croker King. 

in 5™ XTLd r e!ag d T? y T m ’ ! ai * 1 remember tbe Bev. John O’Malley bringing 
Se exaetdav of lhe “*< jf W '“tel into my room; I do not remembef 

t ea and^ht wS “ ’ “ fter Pi,tl ' :Ck ’ 3 ' V “ 

.A™ 7 ? mg f ad / i 8tate ' ne ? t , *° Mr. O’Malley, which he took down in writing ; the 
n °w handed to me I believe to be the one taken down at the town fy Mr. 
O Mallej I cannot ewear positively that the document produced la the one I saw written 
f ” We ”, * at ™ l mr P°? o£ i£ is **“ “« or the one I saw wr ten M,t 
XL W 7= r *e. statement to Larry King, who required an alteration to be made 
v , . i i his mark to it; the alteration was changing the name of the locality 

where he state* he met the doctor. I saw Larry Eng plac? hifmark to fawn 
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up by Mr. O’Malley. I have no recollection of having heard Mr. O’Malley ask Larry 
Kan'’- why he had not tendered the ticket to Dr. Suffield when he saw him at the hour of 
three o’clock. 

I did not, on the occasion of Larry King making the statement to Mr. O’Malley, hear 
any conversation relative to Larry King having been drunk on the 17th of March, and of 
his child having been burned in consequence of his neglect. 

Martin R. Hart. 

Sworn before me at Clifden tins 19th day of April 1864, 

Charles Crolter King. 



Matthias Toole, being duly sworn, saith I remember the 17th of last March. I know 
a man of the name of Larry King ; I saw him on the 17th of March standing on the bridge 
between the Clifden Barrack and the court-house, after twelve o’clock mass, about one 
o’clock ; but I am not certain of the exact hour. I saw him offer a note to Dr. Suffield ; 
I was standing close to him. I saw the open note in his hand, it had red print on it I 
asked Larry King what it was ; he told me it was a ticket he got from Wat Coneys for 
the doctor to see a sickly man. In about ten minutes I saw the doctor ; he was coming 
into the town. Larry King offered Dr. Suffield tire ticket. He said, “ The dispensary is 
closed.” The doctor was walking. I saw Larry King follow him, and offer liim the 
ticket a second time ; but he did not take it from him. He then returned to me, and I 
told him to offer the ticket again to Dr. Suffield ; but he said there was no use, that he 
would not take it from him. Larry King was not drunk, to my knowledge, on the 17th 
March. I never said to any person that when Larry King came back to me and said Dr. 
Suffield would not take the ticket, that he (Larry King) ought to go after the doctor, and 
tell him it was a visiting ticket. 

his 

Matthias x Toole. 
mark. 

Sworn before me at Clifden this 19th day of April 1864. 

Chat'les Crolter King. 



Patrick Nee, being duly sworn, saith : — I remember Patrick’s Day, the 17th of last 
March. I saw Larry King on that day, standing on tire bridge which is between the 
barrack and the court-house ; it was after twelve o’clock mass. I saw Dr. Suffield walk- 
ing in the direction of the town. I saw Larry King offer him a piece of paper he had in 
his hand. Dr. Suffield did not take the paper. I did not hear what Dr. Suffield said. 
Larry King walked some steps along with Dr. Suffield, with his hand, with the paper in 
it, stretched out. I know Matthias Toole ; he was along with Larry King at the tune he 
offered the ticket to the doctor. I had no conversation with the Rev. Mr. O’Malley about 
this case, but I had with James Casey. I did not get the summons to attend here until 
late yesterday evening. 

his 

Patrick x Nee. 
mark. 



Sworn before me at Clifden this 19th April 1864, 

Charles Croker King. 



Owen McDermott, being duly sworn, saith: — Visiting ticket, signed Walter Coneys, 
dated 17th March, for attendance on Brian Dempsey. I got the ticket now handed to 
me from Owen Coyne at Dempsey’s house, on the day of his burial. I gave it to Father 
O’Malley. I would not have given the ticket to Mr. O’Malley if he had not called for 
it. The way I came to take up the ticket was, that I asked if any doctor had attended 
the man, and I was told by Dempsey’s daughter that the doctor would not come. Edward 
Coneys suid I ought to take up the ticket, and that it ought to be reported to some of 
the Guardians; but I would not have reported it if I had not been asked to do so by 
Mr. O’Malley. 

Larry King is a tenant of mine ; lie pays me ‘21. 5 s. in rent ; he has potatoes and oats 
down. I believe he is at present in Scotland ; his wife and family are minding the farm 
at present; he left this about three weeks or so ago. I heard Larry Kino-, early in 
spring before Patrick’s Day, say that he would go to Scotland as soon as he had his crops 
down. 

I heard that Dempsey was about a fortnight ill before he died. 

Owen McDermott. 

Sworn before me at Clifden this 19th April 1864, 

Charles Croker King. 



Cornelius King, being duly sworn, saith : — I know Matthias Toole. I had a. conversa- 
tion with him about the case under investigation on the 1st April last; he said he was 
present when Larry King presented the ticket to Dr. Suffield, and that he asked King what 
was the ticket for. King replied, that it was a ticket for the doctor to go and see Brian 
Dempsey, and that he said to Larry King, You had better go after the doctor, and explain 
574- M ° 
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to him what the ticket is for ; and King said, that when he did not take it at first, he would 
do no such thing. I wrote down the particulars of this conversation I had with Toole, 
and I produce this memorandum. I wrote it after I had spoken to Dr. Suffield on the- 
subject. I know Toole as long as I can remember, and I believe him to be a man of 
good character. From the conversation I had with Matthias Toole, I was under the 
impression that Larry King had not explained to Dr. Suffield that it was a visiting ticket 
which he offered to him. 

Cornelius King. 



“ Had a conversation with a Matthias Toole of Streamstown, on the 1st of April 1864, 
relative to Doctor Suffield. He stated to me, in presence of his father, that he was 
present when one Laurence King offered him a ticket on the street of Clifden, and 
did not say what it was for. When he met the doctor he presented him the ticket, and the 
doctor’s. reply was, that he was too late— that the dispensary was closed. He (Toole) then- 
asked him (King) what was the ticket for; King said it was a ticket for the doctor to go 
and see Bryan Dempsey, of Streamstown, that was sick. Toole then said to King, You 
had better follow him again, and tell him what it is for. King said, The devil-a-fear of me 
running after him any more when he did not take it when I was giving it to him. Toole 
was also tellino; me that Owen McDermott came to himself to make inquiries about the 
matter. He (Toole) also told me that Father O’Malley told him (McDermott) to keep • 
King at home, and that he would give him a pound. 

Produced before me in evidence the 19tli April 1864, at Clifden, 

Charles Croher King. 



William Henry Suffield, being duly sworn, saith I remember Patrick’s Day, the 17th 
of last March. I never heard, nor was it intimated to me, that Mary Coneys or any 
person had called at my house with a visiting ticket on the 17th of March. If my servant 
declined to take it, it was entirely without my cognizance, will, or sanction. I was at or 
about my residence from about nine o’clock until say three o’clock P.M., and no ticket to 
visit Bryan Dempsey was presented to me. I attended the dispensary the same day, and 
no ticket of the kind was presented to me there. 

I know a man of the name of J ohn Davis ; he was formerly in my service, but has not 
been so for about three years. 

I am not acquainted with even the appearance of Larry King. Dispensary tickets are 
constantly presented to me in the street, but I invariably refuse them. I would not refuse 
a visiting ticket, although the presentation of it in the street I consider would be irregular. 
I have an indistinct recollection of being offered a ticket by a man on the 17th March, 
and also a woman having offered me a ticket., which I refused. I have not a distinct 
recollection of having refused the ticket tendered by the man, but, if I did do so, it must 
have been that I was under the impression that it was a black ticket : I never refused a 
visiting ticket on that day knowing it to.be such. The first time I heard it alleged that I 
had refused to take the ticket to visit Brian Dempsey was on the 21st of March ; when I 
received a letter from a friend, stating that the charge was being got up against me, and 
I wrote in reply that they might fire away, as I never heard of the ticket or received it. 
I could have had no object in refusing to receive this ticket as, on that day, I was in the 
immediate vicinity of Brian Dempsey’s house ; in fact, I almost passed his door. When 
the ticket was presented to me I did not examine the ticket, to ascertain if it were a red 
ticket ; I acted under the impression that it was a black ticket, as the man did not inform, 
me that, it was a visiting ticket. When I refused the ticket, I had not the slightest idea 
it was a red ticket, I have not the slightest recollection of the ticket bavin"- been pre- 
sented to me a second tune ; there was not any circumstance on that day which would 
have rendered it peculiarly inconvenient to me to attend on a red ticket ; I would not 
have allowed any circumstance to interfere with my so doing. I swear that I did not o-ive 
any directions to my servant to refuse to bring me or receive a red ticket on the 17th of 
March. I cannot say whether the ticket offered to me by Larry Kino- was folded un 
or open. ° 1 

William H. Suffield, m.d. 

Sworn before me, at Clifden this 19th day of April 1864, 

Charles Croher King. 



The Reverend Patrick McManus, being (July sworn, saith:— I am riarish m-iost ami 
vicar foran parish priest of Clifden, and vicar form of the deanery for over'll years- 
diming **? ,™ s *>»” } ve } 1 acquainted with Dr. Suffield, and I have had frequent 

opportunities ot witnessing his kind and charitable feelings and demeanour towards tte 
condSt'vnd 1 ?! 1 '" 61 ”” dr = man of sterling honour, and straightforward and liberal 
Zfnglli yearn of 'ffie ^ ” the “use of charity, particularly 



Patrick McManus, i>r. vf. of Clifden. 
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No. 18. 

(No. 8620 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Dr. King. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin 
Sir, 23 April 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your report dated the 22d instant, of the inquiry held 
by you into a charge relating to a red ticket issued for Brian Dempsey, which it 
was alleged that Dr. Suffield, the medical officer of the Clifden Dispensary 
District, refused to attend. J 

The Commissioners request that you will be so good as to inform them 
whether any step was taken by either party to obtain the evidence of Dr. Suf- 
field’s maid servant, and whether there was anything to prevent her being 
examined. 6 

The Commissioners are also desirous of being informed whether anything 
transpired as to the nature of Brian Dempsey’s illness which might show 
whether the attendance of the medical officer would have possibly led to a dif- 
ferent result. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To Charles Croker King, Esq., m.d., Chief Clerk 

&c. &c. &c. 

Galway. 



No. 19. 

(No. 8696 — 1864.) 

Report from Dr. King to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Galway, 24 April 1864. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23d instant. 
No. 8620, relating to the late inquiry held by me into a complaint preferred 
against Dr. Suffield, and in reply thereto, I beg leave to slate — 

That the Rev. Mr. O’Malley applied to me for summonses which he expressed 
a wish to have served on the several witnesses to be examined in support of the 
charge. Mr. O’Malley requested that I would send the summonses to him for 
fear the witnesses should be tampered with ; I accordingly sent Mr. O’Malley the 
summonses, and I, at the same time, suggested to him the propriety of securing 
the attendance of Dr. Suffi eld’s servants, and offered, if he furnished me with 
their names, to fill up summonses for them. 

In answer to this letter, the Rev. Mr. O’Malley declined to summons the 
parties : he stated he did not know their names, and to let Dr. Suffield produce 
them if he wished to do so. 

Mary Coneys deposed that she saw' a servant girl at Dr. Suffield’s, but she 
gave her evidence in such a way, that she impressed me and others with the idea 
that she was uncertain of the social position of the person that answered the door, 
so much so, that some person present, I think Mr. O’Malley, suggested “a female 
person:” at the time I did not consider that it might not have been some female 
member of Dr. Suffield’s family that she had seen. 

Dr. Suffield did not produce any witness to state that she had not refused to 
take the ticket, but it occurs to me, that except every female inmate of Dr. Suf- 
field’s house was examined, the rebutting evidence would be incomplete, for if 
one person were kept back, she might be the very person who refused the ticket. 
With respect to Brian Dempsey’s illness, if you refer to the evidence, you will 
perceive that he was stated to have been ill for eight or nine days before he died. 
None of the witnesses would fix the exact time of his death, but it occurred either 
5/4* G on 
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on the evening of the 17th, or on the morning of the 18th of March (see Mr. 
O’Malley’s letter), consequently, I do not consider that where the sickness had 
been of so long duration, medical assistance, a few hours before death, could be 
of much avail. 

Yours, &c. 

(signed) Charles Croker King , 

The Poor Law Commissioners. Medical Inspector. 



(No. 8696— 1864.) 



No. 20. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Clifden Dispensary Committee. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 2 7 April 1864. 

With reference to the letter addressed to you on the 5th instant, on the 
subject of a complaint preferred by the Rev. John O’Malley against Dr. Suffield, 
medical officer of the Clifden Dispensary district, to the effect that he had 
refused to attend a poor man named Brian Dempsey, on whose behalf a visiting 
ticket was duly presented to him on the 17th ultimo, the Commissioners for 
Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland now desire to acquaint 
you that they have received Dr. King’s report of the inquiry which he held on 
the 19th instant on the subject, and from the evidence taken by him, a copy of 
which is herewith enclosed, it appears that a visiting ticket for attendance on a 
man named Brian Dempsey was duly issued by Mr. Walter Coneys on the 17th of 
March ; that this ticket was tendered to a servant girl at Dr. Suffield’s house on 
the morning of that day by a woman named Mary Coneys; that the servant 
refused to receive the ticket, but advised her to wait until she saw the Doctor 
coming out, and that Mary Coneys afterwards gave the ticket to a man named 
Larry King, by whom it was twice tendered to Dr. Suffield, and on both occasions 
refused. It will be observed that Dr. Suffield deposes that he never heard of the 
presentation of the ticket at his house on the morning of the 17th of March, and 
that, if his servant declined to take it, she did so without his cognizance, will, or 
sanction ; that he has an indistinct recollection of having been offered a ticket by 
a man on that day ; but that he has not a distinct recollection of refusing it, but 
that if he did refuse it, he must have done so under the impression that it was a 
black ticket, and that he never refused a visiting ticket on that day, knowing it to 
be such. 

The Commissioners see no reason to doubt the truth of the evidence given by 
Mary Coneys to the effect that she tendered the ticket at Dr. Suffield’s residence, 
and that the person who opened the door to her refused to take it ; nor is there 
any reason to doubt that the ticket was afterwards tendered to Dr. Suffield himself 
by Larry King, when about to leave Clifden for Renoyle, and that he refused to 
receive it. 

If Dr. Suffield believed it to be a black ticket and not a red oue, as he states, 
he is himself alone blameable for the consequences of that error, inasmuch as it 
seems from his own account that he neglected to examine the ticket when pre- 
sented to him by Larry King. He states that it would have been no inconveni- 
ence to him to have attended this case, as he rode within a short distance of the 
patient’s dwelling the same afternoon ; but it no way appears that he knew who 
the person was in whose favour the ticket was presented, or where he resided, 
having omitted to examine the contents of the ticket, even so as to see whether 
it was printed in black or red ink. 

This appears to the Commissioners to have been clearly a default in the dis- 
charge of his duty on the part of Dr. Suffield, and to have been entirely without 
justification or excuse, and, no person having been brought forward by him to 
negative or explain the refusal of the ticket at his residence, the conclusion arises, 
either that no proper arrangements exist at Dr. Suffield’s house for. the reception 
of visiting tickets by his servants or the members of his family, or that on this 
particular occasion a departure from the observance of the ordinary practice in that 
respect took place. 

'Die 
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The Commissioners regret to be obliged to add that Dr. Suffield was at this 
time on the eve of his departure to another part of the Union, where the election 
of a guardian for Renoyle electoral division was in progress, and that he has 
admitted to the Commissioners that he went there for the purpose of taking an 
active part in canvassing for a particular candidate, bearing with him a letter from 
the agent of a proprietor in that division to one of the bailiffs, which, in very- 
distinct terms, threatens all the tenants not only with the agent s displeasure, but 
with consequences adverse to their private interests if they voted for any other 
candidate than the one for whom Dr. Suffield admits that he canvassed the 
tenants on the Renoyle estate. 

The impropriety of a paid officer of a Union interfering by active canvass in 
the election of one of the guardians is too obvious to need to be pointed out. . It 
is in itself such an offence against official propriety, as, if repeated after warning, 
would expose the officer to removal ; and it is a serious aggravation of such con- 
duct in the present instance, that while Dr. Suffield was so engaged at a distance 
from his dispensary and workhouse duty, a person on whom he ought to have 
been in attendance, but for his own default, was dying without receiving that 
medical aid to which he was by law entitled. 

The Commissioners will take no final step in the matter until the Dispensary 
Committee has had an opportunity of expressing its views on the subject, for 
which purpose the Commissioners request that you will be so good as to convene 
a special meeting. 

By order, &c. 

Walter S. Wall, Esq., Honorary Secretary, B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

Clifden Dispensary Committee. 



No. 21. 

(No. 9231 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Honorary Secretary of the Clifden Dispensary Committee to 
the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Errislannan, Clifden, 2 May 1864. 

I have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 27th ult., No. 8696, and 
in reply beg to state 1 will, with as little delay as possible, convene a meeting of 
the Managing Committee for the consideration of it, and forward the result to 
you with their opinion. 

1 have, &c. 

Walter S. Wall, 

Honorary Secretary. 



No. 22. 

(No. 9726 — 1864.) 

Resolution passed by the Clifden Dispensary Committee. 

7 May 1864. 

At a meeting of the Clifden Committee of Management of the Dispensary 
District held this day, Rev. Hyacinth D’Arcy in the chair; other members 
present— Gartside Shea, J. E. Adamson, H. C. Smith, N. J. Bodkin, M. R. Hart, 
J. C. Jones, Michael Mally, Francis Costello. Walter S. Wall, Esquires. Having 
duly considered the letter of the Poor Law Commissioners, (No. 8696 — 1864), 
and the evidence taken at the inquiry held by Dr. King, relative to the charge 
preferred by the Rev. Mr. O’Malley against Dr. Suffield, the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted : — 

“ Resolved — That, while we regret that any question should arise as to the due 
performance of Dr. Suffield’s dispensary duties, still from the manner he has dis- 
charged the onerous duties of his dispensary district for the last 12 years, which 
has been to our entire satisfaction and approval, we feel that the present case has 
arisen from some mistake or misconception on both sides, and not from any wilful 
neglect of duty on the part of Dr. Suffield, more especially as this is the first 
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charge of the kind ever preferred against him in connection with his dispensary- 
duties during a long term of years ; and, under the circumstances, we feel wemav 
fairly look to the Commissioners taking the same view of the matter. We feel 
assured that no such cause of complaint is ever likely again to arise, and that 
when the matter is intimated to Dr. Suffield he will make such arrangements as 
will prevent the possibility of a visiting ticket being again refused by a servant. 
On reference to the dispensary records, it will be found that Dr. Snffield has per- 
formed a very large amount of duty : since the 1st of January 1864 there have 
been 90 visiting tickets, and 128 visits paid on same. The books are correctly 
kept, and the dispensary is in a most satisfactory and efficient state, which, 
exhibits an amount of care and attention on the part of the medical officer, and 
calls for the approval of this Committee; and, on the whole, we trust the Com- 
missioners will coincide in the resolution now adopted. 

(signed) “ John E. Adamson. 

“ H. C. Smith. 

“ Hyacinth D'Arcy, Chairman. 

“ Walter S. Wall, Hon. Secretary.” 



No. 23. 

(No. 9716 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Clifden Dispensary Committee. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 12 May 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of the resolution passed at a meeting of the Committee of 
Management of the Clifden Dispensary district on the 7th instant, after considera- 
tion of the Commissioners’ letter, of the 27th ultimo, on the subject of the 
complaint preferred by the Rev. John O’Malley against Dr. Suffield, the medical 
officer of the district. 

In this resolution the guardians advert to the manner in which Dr. Suffield has 
performed the duties of his dispensary district during the last 12 years, and to the 
fact that this is the first charge of the kind ever preferred against him in con- 
nection with his dispensary duties, and express their assurance that no such cause 
of complaint is ever likely again to arise ; and that, when the matter is intimated 
to Dr. Suffield, he will make such arrangements as will prevent the possibility of 
a visiting ticket being again refused by a servant. 

In reference thereto, the Commissioners request that the Committee of Manage- 
ment will have the goodness to communicate the contents of the Commissioners’ 
letter of the 27th ultimo, and also the resolution of the Committee of the 7th 
instant, to Dr. Suffield, in order that he may be in a position to give the assurance 
referred to in the resolution ; and also that he will abstain in future from any inter- 
ference in the election of guardians beyond the exercise of his privilege as a 
voter. 

By order, &c. 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Walter S. Wall, Esq., Honorary Secretary, 

Clifden Dispensary Committee, 

Errislannan, Clifden. 



No. 24. 

(No. 10,112 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Honorary Secretary of Clifden Dispensary Committee to the 
Commissioners. 

Errislannan, Clifden, 

Gentlemen, 16 May 1864. 

I have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 12th instant (No. 9716 — 
1 864), and in reply to state that I have made the medical officer, Dr. Suffield, 

acquainted 
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acquainted with, your letter and the resolution of the Committee of the 7th 
instant, and he informed me that he -would communicate to you his intention of 
giving the necessary assurance referred to. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Walter S. Wall. 

To the Commissioners for Administering 
the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland. 



No. 25. 

(No. 10,213 — 1864.) 

Letter from Dr. Suffield to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Clifden, 16 May 1864. 

The Clifden Dispensary Committee have conveyed to me the contents ot your 
letter to them of the 27th ultimo, relative to a charge preferred against me by 
the Rev. J. O’Malley; the Committee have also informed me of the resolution 
adopted thereon at their meeting on the 7th instant. 

I very much regret that there should be any question arise as to any act of 
mine in connection with my dispensary duties, or that they should in the least 
meet your disapproval in taking an active part in the election for a Poor Law Guar- 
dian. I did so in perfect ignorance that it was contrary to your desire ; now that 
lam aware of the Commissioners' rules, I will not, for the future, exceed the limits 
you point out. . . 

I have already made arrangements which will prevent the possibility ot a visiting 
ticket being again refused by a servant. 

Trusting the Commissioners will accept my respectful thanks for their favourable 
consideration, and assuring them that no effort will be wanting on my part for the 
due and efficient discharge of my dispensary duties, 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners (signed) William H. Suffield, m.d. 

for Ireland. 



No. 26. 



(No. 10,213 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Dr. Svffield. 



Poor Law Commission'.Office, Dublin, 
gj rj 19 May 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16tli instant, informing them .that 
the contents of their letter of the 27th ultimo, relative to charges preferred 
against you by the Rev. J. O’Malley, have been made known to yon, together 
with the Resolution thereon adopted by the Clifden Dispensary Committee on the 
7th instant, and stating at the same time, that now that you are aware of the Com- 
missioners’ rules in regard to the interference of union officers in the election of 
guardians, you will not for the future exceed the limits pointed out by them ; and 
further, that you have already made arrangements which will prevent the possi- 
bility of a visiting ticket being again refused by a servant ; and the Commissioners 
desire to state that they rely on your adhering closely to the line of conduct in 
future, to which you have pledged yourself in your letter. 



To W. H. Suffield, &c. 
Clifden. 



By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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(No. 10,213 — 1864.) 



No. 27. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. J. O’Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Rev. Sir, 19 May 1864. 

Adverting to the correspondence which has taken place on the subject of the 
charges preferred by you against Dr. Suffield, medical officer of the Clifden Dis- 
pensary District, the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the 
Poor in Ireland, desire to acquaint you that on the 27th ultimo they forwarded 
to the Dispensary Committee a copy of the Minutes of Evidence taken by 
Dr. King on the inquiry, together with an intimation of their views thereon, to 
the effect that there had been a clear default of duty on the part of the medical 
officer in regard to the red ticket issued for Brian Dempsey, and that this 
occurred at a time when Dr. Suffield was on the eve of his departure to another 
part of the union, where the election of a member of the Board for Rinvyle 
Electoral Division was in progress, for the purpose of taking an active part in can- 
vassing for a particular candidate. The Commissioners, at the same time, dwelt 
upon the impropriety of a paid officer of the union interfering by active canvass 
in the election of the guardians. 

The Dispensary Committee, having been specially summoned to consider the 
matter, passed a resolution on the 7th instant expressing their high sense of the 
manner in which Dr. Suffield had discharged his dispensary duties generally, and 
their conviction that the case in question had arisen out of some mistake or mis- 
conception, and not from any wilful neglect of duty on his part, the present being 
the first charge of the kind ever preferred against him in connection with his 
dispensary duties. 

The contents of the Commissioners’ letter of the 27tli ultimo, and of the above 
resolution of the Committee, having been communicated to Dr. Suffield, he has 
addressed the Commissioners, stating that now that he is aware of the Commis- 
sioners’ rules regarding- the interference of paid officers in the election of guar- 
dians, lie will not for the future exceed the limits pointed out by them ; and that 
he has made arrangements which will prevent the possibility of a visiting ticket 
being again refused by a servant. 

In communicating to you the result of the inquiry, and the correspondence 
which has taken place on the subject, the Commissioners desire to convey to you 
their belief that much public benefit will be derived from the part taken by you 
in promoting the inquiry. 



To the Rev. John O'Malley, 
Ballinakill, Clifden. 



By order, &c. 

(signed) 



B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 10,213 — 1864.) 



No. 28. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Clifden Dispensary Committee. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 19 May 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1 6th instant relating to the 
charges preferred by the Rev. John O'Malley against Dr. Suffield, medical 
officer of the Clifden Dispensary District, and the Commissioners forward to you, 
for the information of the Committee of Management of the district, the accom- 
panying copy of a letter which they have received from Dr. Suffield on the sub- 
ject, together with a copy of a letter which the Commissioners have this day 
addressed to him in reply. 



Ry order, &c. 
(signed) 

To Walter S. Wall, Esq., 

Honorary Secretary, Clifden Dispensary Committee, 
Emslawn, Clifden. 



B „ Banks , Chief Clerk. 
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- No. 29. 

(No. 10,524 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Rev. J. O'Malley to the Poor Law Commissioners. 

Ballinakill, Clifden, Connemara, 

Gentlemen, 20 May 1864. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of yesterday, acquainting me 
with your decision relative to the charges preferred by me against Dr. Suffield. 

In reference to the red ticket issued for Bryan Dempsey, you are of opinion 
that there was a “clear default” on the part of Dr. Suffield; but in consequence 
of the resolution of the Clifden Dispensary Committee, together with his promise 
of preventing red tickets from being refused in future by his servants, are in con- 
sideration of this being- the first charge against him in regard to his dispensary 
duties, you have resolved to overlook the charge. It would be useless for me to 
tell you how partial and one-sided any resolution from the Clifden Committee must 
be where Dr. Suffield is concerned, since you must still look upon them as a dis- 
pensary committee. However, their resolution and their “ high sense ” of Dr. 
Suffield’s conduct generally cannot prevent me from feeling that Dr. Suffield not 
only refused the red ticket from Larry King, but that he knew it thoroughly to be 
a red ticket, and that he gave directions to his servants not to take red tickets on 
that day, the day on which he had resolved to go at any cost to canvass at Rinvyle, 
and to make the most of Mr. O’Flaherty’s letters. 

With regard to the canvassing, you are also of opinion that he acted contrary to 
the regulations of the poor laws, and that he took an active part in the Rinvyle 
election. From this charge you have exempted him on the plea of ignorance. 
Dr. Suffield, you are aware, has been in official connection with the poor laws for 
nearly 20 years, and if you are prepared to believe he was ignorant of the offence 
he was committing, you will give him credit for what he does not deserve. 

He interfered actively, but not overtly in more elections than Rinvyle at the 
late annual elections, and few men of those who know him well will accuse him 
of ignorance of poor law elections. 

In reference to his absence from the workhouse on the 18th March up to 
8.30 p.m. you have not said anything to me ; you are aware that he is bound to 
attend there daily, not later than 12 o’clock noon, unless he can show some 
satisfactory cause of absence, whilst, in the present case, the cause of absence was 
itself a violation of your rules ; besides, he was, on a former charge, called upon 
by you to resign for a similar offence, when he was allowed to escape with a 
caution. 

Considering, then, all the circumstances of the charges, I cannot conceive any 
case that calls more loudly for your prompt and impartial interference ; nor can I 
reconcile the admission and remarks contained in your letter with the decision 
you have come to. Could I satisfy myself that the inquiry, and my part in it, 
would be productive of much public benefit, as you say, I would willingly rest 
satisfied with your decision ; but when I know it will be only productive of evil 
consequences to the sick poor and poor ratepayers, I cannot acquiesce in your 
decision. 

The result of the inquiry will be to deter any man in future from interfering with 
negligent and intermeddling medical officers, and it will encourage Dr. Suffield 
to set poor laws and red tickets at defiance, as he has been in the habit of doing. 
In conclusion, I beg to state for your information, that I will have the matter 
brought before a higher tribunal ( i.e ., if you have come to your final decision) 
and that revelations damaging and discreditable to you and to your medical 
inspector, will inevitably result therefrom. I would have borne more calmly your 
inconsistent decision, had I not powerful grounds for believing that influences 
entirely foreign to the case have had their weight in your decision. I am pained 
to be compelled to say it, but I must do my duty towards the poor who are 
confided to my care. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) John O'Malley, c.c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, 

Custom House, Dublin. 
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No. 30. 

(No. 10,524 — 1864.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. J. O'Malley. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Rev. Sir, 25 May 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 20th instant, on the subject of their 
decision in regard to the charges preferred by you against Dr. Suffield, medical 
officer of the Clifden Dispensary district. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Rev. John O’Malley, c.c., 

Ballinakill, Clifden, County Galway. 
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